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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
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Response to Amendment 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. 
Since this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, 
and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the 
previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. 
Applicant's submission filed on Jan. 4, 2007 has been entered. 

This office action is in response to the amendment filed on April 04, 2007. 



Claims 1-37 are pending for examination, claims 1, 9, 12, 23, 31 and 34- 
37 have been amended. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 

112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-37, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 

being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 

matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
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As to claims 1,12, 23, and 34-37, it is unclear what is it meant by "an 
automatic comparison" refer to (i.e., what data was used to perform the claimed 
automatic comparison? Who performed the automatic comparison? And how to 
do it?) 

As to claims 2-1 1 , 13-22 and 24-33, these claims have the same defects 
as their base claims 1,12 and 23, hence are rejected for the same reason. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 1-6, 12-17, 23-28 and 34-37, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Consentino et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,055,515) in view 
of John et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,076,091). 

As to claims 1,12, 23, and 34-37, Consentino et al. (hereinafter referred 
as Consentino) discloses a computer-implemented system with method and 
executable program products for categorizing product data [e.g., Abstract, lines 
8-15, Fig(s). 1-5 and associated texts] as claimed by applicant, comprising the 
following functions: 
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a) access a first product classification schema, the first schema 
comprising a taxonomy that comprising a hierarchy of classes for categorizing 
products [e.g., the Graphical Entity-Relationship database browser as shown in 
Fig. 3 that displays different product classes of existing databases is deemed to 
be navigated by a user], the first schema further comprising ontology associated 
with one or more of the classes, each ontology comprising one or more product 
attributes [e.g., col. 3, lines 25-67, Fig. 3 and associated texts]; 

b) access target data to be associated with the first schema, the target 
data organized according the a second product classification schema [e.g., col. 
3, lines 37-67 ]; 

c) determine one or more classes of the first schema with which at least a 
portion of the target data is associated based on an automatic comparison, 
without translating the target data from the second schema to the first schema 
[e.g., col. 6, lines 42 - lines 48; Fig. 1a-1d and associated texts; the use of a 
"location map" technique as shown by Fig. 4; col. 7, lines 12 - 27]; 

d) associate the at least a portion of the target data with one or more 
classes of the first schema in response to determine, based on the automatic 
comparison, the one or more classes of the first schema with which the at least a 
portion of the target data should be associated, [e. g., the use of floating menus 
technique to configure node labels to derive a linear associated catalog view as 
shown in Fig. 5]; and 
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e) store the values for the one or more of the product attributes of the 
ontologies of the first schema in the one or more seller databases [e.g., col. 3, 
lines 25-31]. 

Consentino did not provide detail explanation for categorizing product data 
in an electronic commerce transaction. 

However, Fohn et al. (hereinafter referred as Fohn) discloses the details 
for categorizing product data in an electronic commerce transaction [e.g., 
Abstract, col. 14, lines 1-27, col. 15, lines 55 -col. 16, line 31, Fig(s). 6, 10A-11 
and associated texts]. 

Consentino and Fohn are both of the same endeavor to facilitate the 
categorizing of products data via network hierarchical classes browsing, thus, 
with the teachings of Consentino and Fohn in front of him/her, it would have been 
obvious for an ordinary skilled person in the art at the time the invention was 
made to apply the well-known product cataloging technique as taught by Fohn 
into Consentino's system, because by doing so, as suggested by Fohn the 
combined invention will not only be upgraded for providing an on-line cataloging 
system to support diverse shopping needs, including those of multinational, 
multiple skill level human users as well as computer agent users for seamless 
commerce transaction, but will also provide an extensible system can 
dynamically create and maintain user persona and demographic information in 
order to present information tailored to the needs of the user [e.g., Fohn: col. 2, 
line 50 -col. 3, line 13]. 
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As to claims 2-6, 13-17 and 24-28, except the limitations recited in claims 
1,12, and 23, the combined system of Consentino and Fohn further discloses 
that the determining one or more classes of the first schema with which the at 
least a portion of the target data is associated comprises identifying a portion of 
the target data via matching the name, the value, a range of value, the symbol 
and formatting of a product attribute in the ontology of these one or more classes 
of the first schema [e.g., Consentino: col. 7, line 59 - col. 8, line 18], 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 (Continue) 

Claims 7-1 1 , 18-22 and 29-33, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Consentino et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,055,515) and Fohn 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,038,668) as applied to claims 1-6, 12-17, 23-28 and 34- 
37 recited above, and further in view of Gogolak (U.S. Patent No. 6,789,091). 

As to claims 7-8, 18-19 and 29-30, the combined system of Consentino 
and Fohn further discloses the association of data by using vector space analysis 
and statistical correlation techniques [e.g., Fohn: the use of Baysian formula and 
statistical grouping of demographics techniques at col. 1 1 , lines 41 - 65]. 

Consentino and Fohn does not expressly explain that the systems 
determines the optimization of database performance processing based on the 
analysis of read/write number in the information space; and calculating weight to 
indexing the read/write processing. 
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However, Gogolak discloses a system that optimizes a database 
performance processing based on the analysis of read/write number in the 
information space [e.g., col. 15, lines 59-65] and determines the data association 
by calculating weight to indexing the read/write processing [e.g., Fig. 13 and 
associated texts; col. 21, lines 23-56]. 

Consentino, Fohn and Gogolak are of the same field of endeavor to 
dynamically associate target data with a product classification schema via 
attribute-value pair statistic analysis and ranking cataloging technique, hence, it 
would have been obvious for an ordinary skilled person in the art at the time the 
invention was made to apply the well-known technique into the combined system 
of Consentino and Fohn for determining the associations of these attribute-value 
pairs with the weight calculation to indexing the read/write processing as taught 
by Gogolak, because by doing so, the surrounding background noise data will be 
filtered out based on a use desire. Furthermore, for calculating the weight to 
indexing the read/write processing as suggested by Gogolak, the combined 
system will further be upgraded to facilitate the input/output processing for 
additional correlation of these target and product classification as desired by a 
user [e.g., Gogolak: col. 21, lines 23-22]. 

As to claims 9-1 1 , 20-22 and 31-33, The combined system of Consentino, 
Fohn and Gogolak further discloses using indicators to determine the association 
between the system classes and it's attributes and the indicators are pointers 
[e.g., Fohn: col. 3, lines 14-26, Consentino: col. 7, lines 10-23]. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-37 have been considered 
* but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

To expedite the process of re-examination, the examiner requests that all 
future correspondences in regard to overcoming prior art rejections or other 
issues (e.g. 35 U.S.C. 112) set forth by the Examiner prior to the office action, 
that applicant should provide and link to the most specific page and line numbers 
of the disclosure where the best support is found (see 35 U.S.C. 132). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Susan Y. Chen whose telephone number is 
571-272-4016. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 
7:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Mofiz Apu can be reached on 571-272-4080. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Susan Y Chen 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2161 




June 8, 2007 



